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m*m f£o» a 1974 survey of 830*people living in- Virginia Beach, 
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'ind older. Additional data were obtained froi studies conducted in 
I fcnntington. West Virginia, and in the Detroit setropolitan area. Bach 
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•ttacheent to cofinunity, coniuhity orientation ^ leisure-tine 
r«ctlvity; tise spent reading newspapers, Ikind of hews send, 
television . news-viewing* habits, further inf owation sought, «on 
newspaper, and total anount of tine spent watching television. The 
; analysis of^Lata supports the hypothesis, and inplications for 
t newspaper-teporting strategies are discussed. (BL) . 
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• In a survey of editors Reported at the receht American , 
Society of Newspaper Editors Annual Convention, ii was revealed. 

that editors' primary concern was readership and circulation 

- • • • , • • * ..\ 

of -their newspapers. 1 What has happened to cause editors to 

become concerne/l with circulation? Perhaps the concern came 



\ 




with the knowledge . that -total daily newspaper circulation in the 
U.S. has declined 4% since 1974. 2 But DeFleur and Ball-Rokeach re- 

' . \ . v, . 

.ported in 1975 that newspaper circulation per household in the ' 
•United States reached its peak\ of l.«36 in 1910 and by 1973 had c \ 

sunk to .93. 3 •. \ * . ~. • • 

One of the weakest segments in the population of newspaper 

readership are young adults . in 1960 the Census Bureau reported 
' that in households in which the head of the household was under 

; -- 2$, newspapers, -had only 44.8% penetration compared to 67.3* - 

"'/♦'* ' * - ** i 

penetration, in households in which the head was between 35 and 3.9. 

■ •», . * , «• 

And according to- Bogart : ? , . • 

J Newspaper circulation has failed to match 

/ not so much the growth rate of households , 

■ ' families; 'and adult population as the demo- 

graphic explosion of the post-war babies who 
will be the -citizens and customers of tomorrow, ^ 
: . and who with- their superior level of education 

, should be- the readers , too. 5 - 



— ^—Apparently, newspa pers ha ve-not-improved-pene tration among, 
adults; they have slipped even further. • 

■w In any case, the watchword among editbrs and publishers these 

^>^>.. : *f;layspisictems to be, "What can we do to attract and hold reikdership?" 

;<; ***** ' 1 * 

Onet of • th> most popular approaches to the problem is to "give the 



reader what the reader wants."' And many newspapers have begun to 
changer their approach to the. news in attempting to provide the 

reader with whfft\, they perceive his wants to be. .A common approach 

\ \ - % • * * ' * : 

'i\s to assume that readers, "will hear about major national and 

•international news developments on radio or TV before they pick up 

th^ir newspapers, so they are teducing the space devoted to such 

stoHes.^ 6 

Such \a response on the" part of newspaper editors to the 
probiems'of readership and circulation may turn out to be 
counter -productive as far as the -ydung 'are concerned . If Jthe 
young" adults of this generation are more mobile, better* educated 
and moite affluent than past generations, it make^ sense 'to spec- 

ulate about tfheir information needs and desires. Vance -Packard, 

J - . > » 

in A Nation of Strangers suggested that "great numbers of 

■ - f ^7 

inhabitants feipl unconnected to either people and places and through- 
out much of the^ nation 0 there^ is a breakdown in* community living." 7 
In a*r.evealing s^udy of mobile, young executives, Jennings discovered 
that ,|he mobile ^anageV not only manages differently frosa his less mo 



bile counterpart i but lives differently too. According to. Jennings, 
the mobile managelr: 



ge^: 



^i^gpars his family community relations to the 
• pattern \of arriving, B performing, and departing. 
With everyone he likes to be plensarifbut a* 
little distant and to avoid people who are un- i 
accustomed to \ his style of living. They also . 
tend to place la high value on family life because 
their frequent, moves cause them to rely more upon 
> - \ 1 each\o^8 r because the family is the only secure 
refuge f * 8 \ 
. ' \ \ * " • 

There may be a lesson hete for editors and publishers of newspapers, 
The lesson is that the young, mobile, affluent person is not 
a person of the local community. The young, mobile person is a 



-resident of -a particular .locale, but "his world is the larger 

9 

community. InMerton's terms, he is a "cosmopolitan." Or. 

- ' • ■ ■ ' ' • v 

as TOffler put" it: . 

• . . • . ■ . * 

' The man on the move is ordinarily in too ^ 
" much of a hurry to put down roots in any, — 

one place. Thus an airline executive is , 

quoted" as saying- he avoids involvement 

in the political, life in his /community 

because "in a few years I won't even be 

living here. You plant atree and you 

never see it grow^." 10 , 

This paper ils an attempt tQ 'explore the hypothesis that- 

younger * adults are more mobile, less attached to the local 

community and more active than, their* older counterparts in the 

community. If young adults are more cosmopolitan than their 

elders as hypothesized, they should also be less interested in 

^ — • : - 

local news than their elders. It would also seem likely that 

they would spend less time reading the local newspaper and 
not read it as thoroughly 'as. their elders. Folk wisdom also ar- 
gues that they depend more than their elders on television for news. 
In an attempt to get at the answers to these.hypotheses , . % 

* * 11 

a secondary analysis of "a much larger study was done. , In addi- 



tion /survey data from, a 1974^ study of the Huntington, West Virginia 
Advertiser 's move to a magazine format was analysed as well as a 
comprehensive study of severai Michigan newspapers which was done in 
1975. The Michigan study was a survey, of 833 readers and non- 
readers of several daily newspapers outside the Detroit metro- 
politan area including 315 persons between 18 and*35i Another 
source was the report recently issued by Yankelovich, Skelly and 
White, Inc., 'lYoung People and Newspapers. 1112 This study was com- 

missioned by Harte-Hauks Newspapers, and was .done on a national scale. 

% s 



resuIts ' . ■ 9 * 

The basic data for this analysis came from a survey' done in 
Virginia Beach, Virginia in I973. 1 ' The. total number of persons 
included in the survey was 83.0. The total sample was broken 
down into three groups for the purpose of this analysis: there '_. 
' were 228 persons between the ages of 18 and 24, 218 persons between 
25 and 29', and. 383 persons 30 and older. The Huntington sample 

was much smaller and included only 29 persons between the ages of 

* • * * " s- . . * * ' 

18 and 24. The Michigan study unfortunately used a different 

* " ' " ■ - • ^ 

age breakdown and reported some 315 persons between the ages of lev 
and^34. Therefore, the m hypotheses were tested using the Vir- _ ~. 
ginia Beach data and the morning paper. r . 

t» 

Mobility . The first set "of questions analysed was. to deter- 
mine the mobility of the young persons in the sample to see if 
. they were lore mobile than their elders as hypothesized. The 
results of the analysis are reported in'Table 1. Four questions 
were asked to measure the.mobility factor. The differences are, 
real and significant. Nearly three quarters of the .18 to 24 
-^-year— olds-hpd lived-at ^^their^resen t- address— less— than-one-year-. - 



And less than half of them had lived in the area for more than three- 
years. But the most telling statistic is the response to .the 
question, "How much longer do you anticipate living in this area?' 1 
Only slightly, more than half of the 18 to»24. year olds expected 
to be living in the area for more than' three years . ^On the other 
hand, almost four fifths g£ the 30' and over respondents expected 
to be living in the area for more ^han three years. 



The differences in the Huntirigton'data', based on only two 

"»•.*, 
of" the same questions, were also significant. , Fewer of the 

younger respondents had lived In i:he area more than three years 

and fewer of thcyounger respondents believed they would be j 

living, in the area for more than three years, — — * • 

The Michigan study did not ask any questions having to do 

with mobility of the respondents": The- Yankelovich study reports, 

"...in terms of demographic characteristics, they are the best 

educated and most affluent young people this'nation has produced. 

They are also the most mobile."^ , * ; ■ 



TABLE 1 ABOUT HERE 
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Attachment, to Community . The Virginia .responfotttsnrere asked - 
three, questions designed to measure their feelings of attachment 
to the community. These results are. reported in Table 2. Again 
the results are statistically significant as well as dramatic 
in the real sense. A majority^ of tne 18-24 year olds reported 
liking-living.ln-j^ » bare majorityiJ 

Among those- ,50' and older, -three-quarters of the respondents 
liked living in the area very much. ^ . 

x This was the^ only quest iqn asked in the Huntington study, 
"but again there was a significant difference between the* younger 
and older respondents . Some 65* of the younger respondents^ iked 
living in the Huntington area, but 8*6% of the older respondents- 
liked living in the area. , 
• * - . / %' 

When asked where they would prefer to live, the Virginia 

respondents gave significantly' different answers depending upon 



age* The younger respondents would prefer to live in a smaller 
community (42.51) , but the older respondents would prefer to 
liVe in "this city 0 (§9.81) n ^ - - "7 

While 571 of tfie younger respondents in the Virginia survey 
"did not think of the area as ttifeit "real home, 11 some two thirds of 
the Qlder respondentsV^id (66.81)* 

The Michigan study did not report any f in<j^n&s on the attach* 
ment to community ^tatror . 

< • ; . \ < • . ■ 

. .TABLE 2 ABOUT HERE 

Community Orientation* Three standard cosmopolitan- localism 
questions were asked of tlie Virginia respondents. 15 If the hy- 



pothesis of young people being less oriented to the local community 
than older people" is correct, more of the younger people should 
answer th$ 'questions in the "cosmopolitan" mode than the older 

o ■ 

peoples This was the case* The results are reported in Table>3. 
It can be seen that there are significant differences in the 
^responses to each of the thfee questions. In teVery case* the 
younger respondents differed from the older respondents in /their * 
replies. It should be noted 4 that in response to the first question 
ail of. the respondents answered in tKe cosmopolitan mode, but more 
of the ypuhger respondents answered in the cosmopo^li tan jiode _^ 



thin the older respondents. 

response to the second question, ail the respondents . an- 

\\ . ' 7 ■ . 

swered in the "localite 11 mode% but again the jrounger-sespondeirtnr 



differed significantly from the. older. respondents in the frequency 



of responses in the n localite ,r «ode. In response to the third t 
Question, more of • the younger respondents reported not preferring 
a local for a publicXoff ice than the older respondents.' - ~ 
-^^--data-oir^hi^TTa^ in either the Hunting- 

tori or the Michigan studies. 




TABLE 3 ABOUT HERE 



^ Leisure time Activity . Four questions, were aslced of, the 
Virginia respondents to measure this variable. Again the 
results show significant differences in the way .ihe younger 
and older respondents spend their time. Thtve data are shown 
in Table 4.. The youn^er^ respondents spend a great deal of 



time away from home. Respondents were asked how they spejpt 
their time on weekends, how often they visited friends; how N 
often tfcey went out for entertainment and how often they par- 
ticipated in sports. There is a direct positive correlation', 
between "age and the amount of time spent at homC ' The younger 
the respondent, the less" time he spends at home. 0 Of course,- 
the younger respondent is much less likely to be a homeowner 
than the* older respondent and, therefore, is much less tied 
down to the chores around the' home that homeowners must 



—perform. It canlje^seen in the responses to the first question 



that many more of the older «respondentsreport__tl 

d^g^worSTltround the house. Since the younger 
respondents spjend^un^i^er^b^ 
ol^er-Tespondents ; they have less time to read newspapers than 



-the Glder respondents.' Neither the Huntington nor the. Mich- . 
igah study reported data which measures this variable. The 
Yankelovich--study comments that the differences in life styles 
between the young -and "eld" leads to different information 
^ needs- -needs which are not well' met by the 4 traditional news- 

_ * f \ - 

paper/ • • \ • 



• . TABLE r 4 ABOUT HERE - - ' . . ' 

Time Spent With Newspapers and Amount Read . % If young 

people are not spending as much time at home, ire not ^as 

attached to the local community and are-more cosmopolitan- 

irt outlook than older people in the community, th ey .s hould also 

spend less time reading local papers arid read^ les's of them. 

As Table $ shows, .tliis is Jthe case: . S^* of the 18 to 24 "year 

- * • , - ■ 

olds spend 15 minutes or less with the morning paper every day. 

•In the Michigan study, the median amount - of time spent read- 

» " , , i ' " ' 

ing the paper was', 17 minutes for 18 to 34 year olds while it 

was 46 minutes for those 55 and older* 

/ * ^ . • v 

~. In Huntington -54* of the 18-24 year olds spent 40 minute^ 

i ■ 
orjfess/ with the paper compared to the 2S^J 



those oyer 35 .of whom 

iy 



over 4P minutes ^reading the 



rery day* 



Theteare also significant differences between the youngs 



tn^Jrequency of reading. The younger people are much 



* 10 



9 



leiS; likely to .read the- paper .*on a daily 'basis than the" older 
p^dple. «And, .they are much less likely to read, most' of the ' 
• : P*W twhen tltey do read it.. By way of contrast, 44%/of. the ' 
older Respondents said that they, road most of the paper and" 
62* of tn^reported . that 'they .read the paper every day. 

Neither the Huntington study nor the Michigan 4 study reported { 
.data indicating the amount- of the paper read pn a daily, basis. 
* The YtoTcelovich' studj^ reported «\ . . they are* looking .for a'-reason > : 
to read the paper every day. A little news goes/a long' way' < * 
unless it is .dramatic, salient," different;,* explanatory, new."**.. 

* • ** •» . * = * • * • 

» ^_ m » ft* 



V 



TABLE- S ABOUT HERE 



Kind of News Read. .Tne differences between thelyounger pefr- 
pie and the older people, already established should predict 
^differences in the kinds of information- sougfif fn the loca'i - - 
.newspapers, ft can be predicted^ that local news should" be of 
interest to. the younger, people than to .the older, people. 
Table 6 shows that in response .to questions'' about their reading 
of local and. world and national, news the younger respondents \ ' 
differ^signjficantly/from the older respondents in each case..-' 
Of -particular interest in Table 6 is that in both cases \ ' 
^-more^of the older people read ^h--£ategory of news *than the " . 
yaungerj^espondejits^-^^ younger respondents, however, 

it-is important to note that more .of them 'report reading world " 
and national news than local news. Some .35* of the 18 to 24 year 



.ld.a.id that they^..*--".^-' "?o»." "cal news, whil. . / , 
«D of that age group report fading ".o^" or "so.." world" 

and national .news, v 

I».th. Huntington study, th, to." y..r old, differed 
• significantly fro. th. older \ V. spo»dent, only in the amount 
of local news repd-fewer of; the younger, respondent, reed loc.1 
news! More of the' younger respondents reported reeding l.f 
' of th. world and nation,! news than iocil »«». the differ-^ 
ences between th. younger -and elderl r..W«*»*» are not statist- 
Anally significant.; ■ • . • - \ . ' 

Although the Michigan study did noer.port- rd.dership data 
it^did report responses to th..,u.stion,"Mh*t should appear on- 
Vfront pag^verydayr- In response to this , ,».,<ti6».-,tW - 
younger tie-S*) r..pond.nt.'ov.rwh\l-in ? ly-answ.r.d "most 
. important national- news of «h. day" <«» . »»4 "mosti^ortant . 
international news^of the' day" W*h °» the other hand, ^ong 
' respondents $5. and older 88» thou g ht th. front page should;. , 
~ contain th. most important' natibW"** J* ^ «*^m 
fought th. front page should contain the .ost/inpprt.nt inter- 

"natVonatnewslaflthli 7- ' *' ' ■ : "- •■- : "; ' 

: ? Hot." inwrestingly, 73* of th. young.r respondents thought .-. 

that'ihe front' page Should contain ■-most' fi.port.nt local news of 

v the v. ""p ared to i •** of * he " spoto ' ,i ^ 55 v : ° lder ; 

ihe Yanicelovich study reported that .many you^- adults are 
" reading newspapers for- national and world news as 

local newi. . *•' • ••; i ^ % 



TABLE. 6 ABOUT HERE 



Television News. The respondents were also asked about 
tneir use'of television news. Teleyision is supposed to-be 
the main competitor ^or newspapers, especially' for world and* 
national neWst and the Roper studies of relative credibility * 
of the media- have newspaper peoole on the defensive. Table 
7 s>ows the .differences, in television viewing by young and 
old. The respondents were asked hoW of ten -they 'watched tele- 
vision news,, *how often they watched local television ^news and 

how often they watched national , or network^ news. \ 

** • - < .» 

- .It csrn be seen that in every case more of the older group 
watched television news than, the younger^ group., this fits with 
tht overall pattern of spending more time at home than the youn 
ger respondents.'/ *' , : .-'y . *\ 

,.. But <the most interesting ;' finding^lCTabU 7 for the ? pur-. 5 
pose of this analysis £s /that there *is rio statistically sig- 

5 • •■ "' ' : rS. •. . V* . • • . -» - s ■ 

nificant .difference between the age/ groups in the' frequency of 
viewing of world and Rational .news. 4 J5n_ the other hand,. when 
they ~do watch television news (which is less often "than the 

* % . ^ r , : . 

30+ group) "the,majority of the younger people watch local 

• ' • . *.*'*• 

/news,- but significantly fewer of them watch it than -the r 30^ t : 

a'nd .older" group. . * ' _ • " ^ * 

•Similar results were obtained in Huntington. Some 781. 
of the .younger respondents reported watching the network news 



0 • 

Several times a week or more of ten ^compared to 73x1 watching, 
local "news. But for t>oth national and local news the older 
people watched the news insignificantly larger numbers. 



/ 



i 



• TABLE 7. ABOUT HERE 

•• - •• 

\ . Nows^Looked up in Paper . In the Virginia study, respon- 
dents were asked if. they ever looked in the paper t for more 
information about something they saw or heard on television. 
They were next asked. (if they responded in the affirmative) 
what sort of news' they looked up in the -newspaper. Their res- 
ponses are shown in Table 8. It can be seen that_more of the „ 
—younger group, looked -f or more information about world and na- 
, tional news than older respondents , although more of all age 

* groups -looked up world and national news than local news. 

•t* 

" 4 • * • table 8 About here 

, Total Amount of TimevWatdhing TV . Respondent! were' asked 
to estimate'the total amount of 6 time speSit watching television 
on ; a typical weekday. There were no differences observed 

between the three age groups". Tt should be pointed out that in 

■j • * * 

every age group the majority of the respondents reported 

• _ - • . * * 

.watching 3 or fliore* hours of television a day. 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

This study was designed to test the major hypothesis that - 
young adults who ar£ generally the best educated, most, afflu- 
ent and most geographically mobile class that this nation has 
ever produced are more interested in the events of: the world 

/j&tside their immediate (and temporary) locale ttian they are 

i * 

in local events. It wa,s suggested that* this would be the case- 
because the young adults are, generally less "-tied" io the local 
community in which they are living than their older fellow 
citizens. at 

In order to. test the hypothesis, data from three studies 

* < . 

were analyzed. The analysis revealed, some interesting con- 
trasts between the information gathered in Virginia Beach, 
Virginia and in Huntington, West Virginia. Virginia Beach 
had' a larger and more transient population than Huntington, 
and the data support tKe major hypothesis as well as the sev- 
eral research hypotheses. In Huntington, which was smaller and 
much more stable,, the data also supported the major hypothesis, 
but the differences were not as strong and, because of 
small- numbers, are not as reliable. Still , the 1 results were, 
in the hypothesized direction. .In Huntington, fewej pf the * 
younger respondents read local news than older respondents 
and more of the younger respondents reported reading* 11 *! lot" . . 
'of the world and; national news than local news* • 

Even the Michigan study, which' did not specifically 
measure the amount of news read, found that more o£ the 
younger respondents were likely to Relieve that the "most ' 



important national news of the day" should i appear* on J?age 
one than those respondents 55 and older. They also Relieved . 
that the front page should contain the "mos$. important inter- 
national news of the day 11 in greater, numbers than the older . *~ 
respondents* * / , -\ ' * ' ; *f 

The results of this study strongly suggest. that as "Prof/ *.. 

J . ' . - * , ., v - •; • • 

Harold Hill of "The Music Man" said,, "You 1 ve got to know the< 

territory." Even in Huntington, however, where the population 

is much more stable than in Virginia BeachJ; younger t responn 

.dents reported reading lf a lot 11 of the world /and national rtews^ 

These results suggest -therefore, tfyat newspapers ShoulH" 
not consider reducing the amount of national and international 
news in favor of local news if they are interested in keeping 
and attracting t;he' interest of younger readers. It appears \ 
that young adults respond to thorough coverage pf the national 
and worldsscene. And, it should be, pointed, out , so do large. * 
numbers of older adults. - ■ 

It should^ also be kept in mind, however ,_t}iat thp- younger 
readers are emphatically, not as thorough- n<Jr as frequent in 
their reading of newspapers as the older readers; The im- 
plications of this is that they are not as jwell able s to Keep ' 
up with continuing stories as older readers perhaps news- 
papers will have to de-emphasize timely reporting- and give 
more consideration to backgrounding and summary reports on 
a weekly or other less-than-daily 'basis ^ As the YahkelQvich 
study suggests: "young people would like to see newspapers # 

i 7 * 

supplement television coverage', not repeat jitV 1 Certainly 
the data reported in Table 8 suggest that readers of all" ages 

16 - 



• tiirn'to* newspapers for >ore inf orraAtUon , a^fespme things _ 
5 . Ittag? have seen, on! tVlevisipn. * • ! ; ^ ; ,J\ ^ 



V^V A/V -thciyvhaye se.en, pn.^aevisipn.' • / % ^ r. ^ . 

4 The^fa-Qt thjat the young' readers are o£ 



* ' .-the local newspaper underscores. the notion' that; the.^e^spaper . v . 

~ f * wiii- have* to* have something of interest tb^them, each time* ^S&fc^i 
V ,\ ther pick up the paper: * They apparency are active iiVjany; jlv^XUV— 

, .!v . # -, • „ " . . . ' 4 " ' *' . ' ■ ' °. %' V * 

: other activiti^ aw#y from hpme whic^ take ;tinfe >way" ftonr ^ . X* ^ . ^ ^ 
reading newspapers The o Michigan stu^y foun^tKat: 54t of the 
. * c -reader ^between. the ages of 18 and 34 : reported reading.' the , ;\ 

paper "if I have time." Only 34% of the ^ respondents' between^, 
rT" ~ r 3jT^and ""54 responded in\-the^'amie-~wiry- v ^ , - . y- ' ' t ° ' . '. ' " 
■ Toffler's' concept »of "information overload!'' suggests "that 
;* the proliferation of information has become so great that * 
keeping'up with what is going oh is%ctually becoming not . 
only impossible; but dysfunctional. 1 . 8 - Because of the pro- : 
* ' liferation of information and the rising affluence which makes' 
it possible for more and more people toi pursue' their own- 
interests, it^is becoming increas-ingly /necessary for people to 
narrowly define their interests,; This 'suggests an opportunity 
as well as a problem. The message in> thefts' that the? news N - 
paper has many more fields of. interest to explore. The.Jankelo 
vich study suggests that„.young people; would lijke to see more in 
, the paper about, the kinds of things they are interested in. 
The message -to the editor seems to be to report thoroughly 

the important., issues in international, natipnal and local 

• - - * ■ . *»•' . ■* , 

news, but not necessarily in the same daily fashion as* has been 

traditional. This might then allow more space to pursue some 
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of the other interests o£ the readers in more depth arid breadth 
than has been done in the past. 

None of the data .reported in- this study suggest that young 

r- » 

readers are not interested in lcksal news., but more, of them seem 

to -follow, extra- local news Jtnah local news . % The results of 

' . y\ « ' * _ 

Table_Xjieed- further interpretation, but some hypotheses which 

are suggested include the notion thai; people of^all ages watch % 

the entire newscast, local along with network; that it is easier 

to. "keep up with local news" by s'imply. watching television than 

to read about it; that television news alerts ^the^ viewer to im- 

portant local news which 7 can late£3j££ supplemented by the news- 



*HL paper 

'■ -Oft 



, vC ;. t The data in Tables 7 and 8 suggest* that all ages "mo r ni£or" the 
^e%s/^Srou^n~tKe use of ^television but turn to, newspapers tor more 

• -detlafe about/world and national news than local news in larger 

• . Z : . " ■ . *. \ 

1 lumbers*?) / .... ■ v 

* .*' •"" '- , - 

"TheS<;hypotheses^would be -fruitful to investigate in future . 

research.! A^zain certain differences would be expected injdiffer- - 

a.ent situations,. For example,, what would.be the case in a very large 

> metropolitan are.a where- "local"' news on television and in the metro 
V" . ' •",*.' ' • 
daily would tend to be news of the, central city? On the other 

. ■ ,, , v . . 

hand, what wouXSf be the case in smaller markets where there is no 
5 .local television station? t ' 

■ . Finally, it, must be remembered that interests, and, therefore, 

"• * ;•" * ' * *V . * * - 

information needs change and a more constant monitoring of the 

. reader's information needs. is necessary. u 



TABLE 1 



Mobility by age groups for Virginia and West "Virginia Samples 

.Virginia' West Virginia 



How long at *8 t 24 25 z 29__.3„a+» - — 18--24— t Z5-34-r35+ — 

-present- addTess? — 7N^228 N=218 N=383 ■ N=29 N=69 ;N=230 

Less than " . , 

3 years 92.11 91,8% 62.4%' -. * 

More than 

3 years .7.9 8. 2 37.6 

r2 



How" long lived 
in area? . 



X z * 137.2, df - 2, p <.001 



Less than 

-3- years . • .57.3% 53.2* 28.5% 17.3% 13.1%. 1.8% 



"More than ; -\ . • * • 

3 years 42.7: 46.8 71.5 82.7 86.9°98;2 

X 2 » 6*0.9, . df « 2, p<.001 < X 2 * 2i;63,: d£^2 .p 

How muc,h> l ong ex 
anticipates living 

in area? . ^ 

Less than * vo 

3 years 48.2% 40.6* 20.1% 30.8% 20.3*r 14.0% 

, * * More than .* 

0 - 3 years , . 51.8 59.4 79.9 69.2 79.7 86.0 

X 2 * 95.1, df « 2, p<.001 rr XV« 5.52, df * 2, p 



TABLE 2 . 

* - _„-„.*>.. 

Attachment to community by age groups for Virginia sample 
1 — Age Group 



! How feels about living 
, in area ' 



Likes ver^_much 
Likes some 
Not much v 
Not at, all ' 



32.10, df « 6, p <T.00,1 



18-24 
N-228 


25-29 
N-218 


30+ 
N-383 


53.51 


62 . 71 


74.91 


29.4 


26.4 


16.2 


11.4 , 


7.7 


. 6.3 


5; 7 


3.2 


2.6 



J(here prefer to 'live? 

This city 
. .Larger^city 
/ Smaller city 
Other- 



35.51 
12.3 
,42.5 

-9.X 



X 2 = ,40.12,' d£ - 6, p <.Q01 



Things of area 
as "real home" 



yes 



no 



A3. 01 
57.0 




X 2 - 38.St9, d£ - 2, p ^.001 



45.01* 

iq,o 



33.6 
11.4 



48.21 
51.8 , 



59.81 

.7.-5 
26.1 
6.8 



66.81 
33.2 



a> — .j. 
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/ ^ " / • TABLE 3 ' S ' 

Community orientation by age groups for Virginia sample 

Age Group 

. 18-24 25-29 30* 

N-228 t N-218 N-383 

Local events are * 
more interesting 

* 3 Agree 35.41 21.9% -40.7% 

* ' _ ' Disagree v 64.6 78.1 "59.3 

. > X 2 - 21.82, d£> 2, p ^ 

' Lucal^coimaunity ^ . 

is backbone o'f * _ ; _ — 

America > . - — . - \ f 



.Agree ...... . 69.5% -71:3% *78.5| 

Disagree. - - 30.5 28.7 " ' 21.6 

X 2 - 6.93, df » 2, p <*.05, 



0 , 

• » «' 



1*^ 



Prefer a local 
person for local 
elected office . 

"•'Agree' ' 42.7% 31.7% 54.5% 

Disagree 57.2 68.2 • 45.5 

X . X Z - 28.85, df = 2,- p <:.001 



» 0 



"r — • - \ 21 V* 
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• TABLE 4„ 

Leisure time activity by age -groups for Virginia sample 



Age Group 

18-24 "25-29 6 30+ . 
N«228 N»218 N*383 



How spends time \. 
. on weekends? \ 

Housework 



V- Outdoors 

o 0 



Short Drives 
Shopping^ 
Other 



How often visits 
friends? 



Once or twice 
a month 



Once or^ twice 
a week ! \ 



^Imcrst^daTlyi . 
I 2 « 96.6, 'df « 6j p <.001 



4.9%' 


8.71 


* • 

20.21 




53,3 - 

* 


58.3 


34.4 






1.8 


1.7 _ _ - 




— - — *■ 

' -38\4 


4.6 

T 

26.6 


6.5 . . 
40.2 


• 

t 


- 8', 'J> <".01 • ^ 

* * 


m 


4 


1 

t / j 


» 

i or 9 - 

> 10/6** , 

• > 


14.2%* 


- t 

' 28.9V- 


a 


19.5 


33.9 


31 6 


t 


~ "49.6 

* 


47.2 

* 


'* 35^.5 




20.4 


4.6 


•'$.'9 - - 


* 



How often goes out 



"for entertainment? ] ♦ ^ 

Less than once 6r 

twice a month! * . . * 11.5% 13.31 29.71 



Once or twice I 

a month . \ 29.6 34.4 32.5 

- • - • , ' 
Once or twice \ • - ' . 

a week. | * 48. 7~ "50.5 36.7 

c 1 

.Almost daily , i " - -10-^2 -1V8 U0. 
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X 2 - 73.16, df » 6, p ^.001 



i 
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* 

;Hok o^ten participates- 
Jin sports? 


TABLE 4 (CONT'D) 

* 


* . 


.-18-24 25-29 


3(H . • ■» 


^ 0 Less than once or 
- twice a month 


3S.7I 3,8.8* 


67.51 - . 


f Once or twice, 
1 o 1 a month 


18.1 1T..4 


7.7. 


Once^ot^twice 
: " a week:, _ 

[\ Almqst- daily 

X 4 - '79-29, df * 6', 


- 33.9 33.3 
' ' 12.3 '11.4 « 

* 

p <.001 


_ 20..9 - " 

4.0 •. ' . 

4 


< 

.* J- "* ■ 


* » 

* o ■ 


0 

V 


= v.. * 


• • 


• 

> 


* * *^*^*» 


.„ . — — — — ~~ 


* * 


■ o 


\ 

* 








«\_, 

«> * 


« 


- * 


> • 


* 

> 

< * 


* 
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i < TABLE 5 




- — - 


% Readership of the moTning newspaper by age groups for Virginia sample 


A •■ . . ...... .' 

• ■ * • 


J* Age Groups 


• 


■•' ' ' . \ 

»•!* "t --- \ - - - - . ju , . 

N * * . _ --r-n . 


18-24' 
N«228<" 


25^29 
"N-218* . 


30+ 

N«383 .* * .v 


"Ifiow" often. reads the paper 


v ; 






5 '.: . Daily 


27,. 6% 


37 . 71 


62.41 , • t 


o - 

j f V : _ SJeyeral timcts a week 


9.2 


• 

9.1 


. 5.0- ' . 


Weekly 


11. ff^ 


6.8 




* T.Afe^ 'than weelclv 


1.8 


.0.9 


0.5 , 


4 Does not: read morning 
paper • 


49.6 


45.5 


• * 

25.8 

* • 


X 2 « 81.82, df -.81, p^.OOlT 

* i*i 






> \ 
• V 

< 


* How much of |>aper read? - 


• 




* 


Most 


. '17.11 


25.d% 


43.61. i 


S6me 


22.8 


24.1- 


24.0 /. 


.Tn^l* {jlaiices* 


• .10.5; 


4.1 • 


5.7 • 


Does not read morning 
paper * 


49.6 


45.9 . 


• • 5. 

26.6 


X 2 ■ 67-. % 4,.4f = 6, p <.001 ' 








Tima enant Teadinff naner 








' Less than 15 minutes 




•J 


28.2| 


15 to 30 minutes 


' • 24.6 


27.1 


30 > 8 


o\) minuses zo^ i nour 

j> - • 


17.1 


19.5 ' 


30.0 


1 hour to 1-1/2 hours * , 


3.5 


■ 1.8 




o ' ■ '1-1/2 hours to 2 hours 


2.6 


J 3.2 


3.4 


More , than '2 hours 


OA 


0.5 


1..9 


er|c * 2 44 % 4, d£ = 10 ' p *' 01< 
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TABLE 6 



u Readership of local news versus world and national news by age group for 

• Virginia and West Virginia samples 



-Virginia Sample 







Age Group 








18-24 
' i- ' ' N-228 


2S.-29 ■ 
N-218 


30+ 
N-383 


V 

** 


. 4 . Amount of local news 
- _ read, in morning paper 




• 






Most 

* ■ * 


'17.51 

>• 


24. .51 


49.31 




' • # Some 


* : 18.0 


.18 ."2 


15.7 


f 




• , 13.2 


11.4 


7.6 ,. 




None 




0.5 ^ 


1.3 * 




Does not rea f d 
to , .• morning, paper 


49.6 


45.5 - 


26.1 


* 


; . • -X 2 ? 83*3, df - 


J,, p ^.001 


> 




• 


. . • " v . ' 7 - - 1 . . 
Amount of world and 
j national news read 
^ in morning paper 


• 






V 


• Most • - 


27.2* 


-34.51 


44.61 

• 




Some 


' 14.5 


15". 0 


19.3 




Glances- - * 


6.6 


4.1 


8.9 




None 


2.2 

> 


■ .9 


1.0 




Does not read 
morning paper* 


.49.6 


45.5 


26.1 • 




_ xC«^47*03-, df 


■« 8, p -£.001 
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•/•*'* TABLE '6 (CONT.'D) 



\ - 



West Virginia Sample 



■Amount of local 



Age Grou 

, » " « I 
•i8-2.4 25-34 
N«10* N-38 



35v 
N*48 



news' read 




A*, lot 

Not a lot 
r2 



301 

70 



' 63 : 



8 It 

T9 



- X 2 -2a.9„ df - 2; p 41. 



001 



=■ _ fl Amount "of world 
~. ' «.news re*ad 



' Not a lot 



Amount of national v- 
news read * • 



A lot ' 
Not a lot 



SOI 

50 



6^0. 51 s - 59.5% 
39.5 40.5 ' 



>■ % 



nut significant 

v , • .. .* 

50% t ■ 62.1.% 58.9% 
SO \ ZV4& m '41.1 
not significant . c 



- Michigan Sample 



er|c 



Wha£ should appear on page 
one each »day? / 

<> . * Most important / 

national news * 

of the. day -/ — 

'• • • ■ / ' 



1 5 



Age, Group 

- 13-34 35-54 - 55* 
N-315 N-269 N-238 



93% 



91% V .88% * * . 



v. ' " * ■ — ' — 

• *\ " / JS~— ~ . * ■ i" •? 

- - — Most important • • n " 

' * international * 0 ' . 

. - % - news of the day 85% 80% 781 

Most important * ~ 
local news of 0 • « ' * 
• ; * the "day . *73. ' 84 :S3 
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^TliVe. Totals more than 100% 

f because of multiple responses 
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TABLE 7 ' , 

Kind of television news watched by age groups for Virginia and West Virginia sample 



Virginia 
"Age Groups 



West Virginia 
Age Groups 



How.- often watches _ 18-24 
local news on N-228 
television 



25-29 
N-218 



30+ ' 
N=3$3 



18-24 
N-28 



25-34 
"N-69. 



35+ 
N=225 



t Usually 


72.71 


82.31 


82/9*1 


Almost daily 


46.4% 


55.11- 


69.81 


Sometimes 


20.3 


14.1— 


' 13.9. 


9 

Several times, a week 


25.0 

• • 


-21. 7 


19.1 


Almost never 


,7.0 


3.2 


2.4 


Once a week 


10.7 


14.5 


4.4 


Does not watch 


0 


0.5 


.0.8 


Less often 

* * 


17.9 


8.7 


. 6.-7 


X? « 16^5, df~ = 


.6, p <.,05 




X 2 » 15.8, 


df i 6, 


p <£.05 





How often watches- 
national news % pn 
television? 



. Usually 


.71.8% 


80. 9% : 


79.6% 


Almost daily 


50.0% 


47.8 


6 9. .9 


Sometimes" 


-22.5-' 


16 . 4 


17.0 


Several tines a week 


'28.6 


. 33.3 


18.6 


- Almost never 


'5.7 


2.3 


" 2.6 


Once a week 


7.1 


'13.0 


5. Y 


Does not watch 


. o 


.4 


.8 


t 0 

Less often 


14.3 


5.8 


5.8 


X 2 - 11.4, df = 


6, p ■ ns 




* 

• 


X 2 - 17.15, 


df =" 6 , 


p 4.01 
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TABLE 8 



Kind of news looked up in paper to obtain more information after having 
seen it on television by age group for Virginia sample • 

. Age Groups 

18-24 '25-29 30+ 
N=144 N-153 N-246 




otttews looked up 



0 



. Local 
World $ National. 

> - — 

— . ' Other 



19.4% / 19.6V. 27; 6* 

59..Q 62.7 2.4 7. 9 
21.5 17T6\24V3 ! - 
X 2 = 10.1, df - 4, ^^.05 



\ 
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